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CORRESPONDENCE,  &c. 


5 St  James’  Square,  21st  Nov.,  1851. 
Sir, 

I have  been  favoured  with  notes  of  a recent  lecture 
hy  y°u  (taken  during  its  delivery),  on  the  subject  of  Ilomoeo- 
pathy,  in  which  I find  the  following  passage : — u Edinburgh 
has  been  charged  with  sending  forth  eight  Homoeopathic  Gra- 
duates out  of  the  forty-eight  who  graduated  here  last  year ; but  I 
hardly  believe  this.  If  it  is  the  case,  they  must  have  concealed 
from  their  examinators  their  true  sentiments,  and,  for  base  ends, 
have  declared  themselves  adherents  of  a system  they  believed 
to  be  false.” 

As  I am  one  of  those  who  believed  in  the  superiority  of  the 
Homoeopathic  system,  at  the  time  of  graduation,  I deem  myself 
entitled  to  inquire  whether  the  passage  referred  to  contains  a 
substantially  correct  report  of  what  you  said. 

I am,  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servant,1 

George  E.  Stewart. 

To  Dr  Christison. 


^ Moray  Place,  22d  Nov.,  1851. 

I am  sorry  indeed  that  any  Graduate  of  the  Univer- 
sity of  Edinburgh  should  have  felt  the  necessity  of  making  such 

a confession  as  that  which  I have  received  from  you  this  morn- 
ing. 
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The  cautions  which  I considered  it  my  duty  to  give  my  stu- 
dents on  the  subject  of  Homoeopathy  were  only  in  part  written, 
and  that  portion  in  many  places  not  delivered  as  it  was  written : 
consequently,  I cannot  be  certain  of  the  terms  actually  used  by 
me.  I am  quite  certain,  however,  that  the  passage  adverted  to 
in  your  letter  was  not  delivered  in  the  terms  in  which  you  say 
it  lias  been  reported  to  you.  As  to  the  purport  of  the  passage, 
my  object  was  to  express  disapprobation  of  the  conduct  of  any 
candidate  for  the  medical  degree  of  this  university — if,  indeed, 
there  was  any  such — who  in  his  examinations  should  give  his 
examiners  to  understand  that  he  believed  in  rational  medicine 
and  would  practise  it,  while  in  his  secret  heart  he  believed  in 
Homoeopathy,  or,  at  least,  intended  to  practise  according  to  its 
principles. 

I shall  be  sorry  if,  in  expressing  this  disapprobation,  I 
used  language  which  could  be  justly  interpreted  as  imput- 
ing base  motives  to  one  so  circumstanced,  because,  when  re- 
luctantly compelled  by  my  position  to  discuss  this  miserable 
subject,  my  wish  has  always  been  to  state  facts,  but  to  leave 
it  to  my  hearers  to  judge  of  motives  for  themselves;  and  if 
your  informant  was  as  anxious  to  report  what  might  soothe,  as 
to  convey  what  would  irritate,  those  whom  I could  not  but  cen- 
sure, he  must  have  told  you  that,  at  the  close  of  my  remarks,  I 
begged  to  recall  any  statement  I might  have  made  which  might 
seem  to  impute  base  motives  to  any  individual  professing  Ho- 
moeopathic principles,  and  to  avow  my  willingness  to  believe 
that  many  Homoeopathists  are  honest  men,  afflicted  with  la- 
mentable delusions. 

I beg  to  add,  that  our  correspondence  on  this  subject  must 
here  terminate. 

I am, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

R.  Ciikistison. 


I)r  Stewart. 


5 St  James’  Square,  29th  JSTov.,  1851. 


Sir, 

Your  letter  of  the  22d,  of  which  I have  to  acknow- 
ledge the  receipt,  is  so  far  satisfactory,  that  you  disclaim  any 
intention,  in  your  recent  lectures  on  the  subject  of  Homoeo- 
pathy, of  imputing  base  motives  to  any  individual  professing 
Homoeopathic  principles.  At  the  same  time,  I cannot  but  re- 
gret that,  your  lecture  having  been  unwritten,  and  your  recol- 
lection of  it,  on  your  own  statement,  so  imperfect,  you  are  not 
in  a position  to  give  a more  explicit  contradiction  to  the  false 
and  calumnious  statement  attributed  to  you  in  the  extract  from 
the  notes  of  the  lecture  which  I quoted.  You  rather  tell  me 
what,  according  to  your  present  belief,  it  was  your  intention  to 
say,  than  what  you  did  say  on  the  occasion,  so  that  I must  re- 
gard the  report  in  the  notes  as  having  every  chance  of  being 
nearer  the  truth,  especially  as  they  do  not  fail  to  contain  the 
soothing  remarks  at  the  close  of  your  lecture  alluded  to  in  your 
letter.  Under  the  circumstances,  finding  the  impression  con- 
veyed by  the  notes  to  have  been  also  left  on  the  minds  of  not 
a few  of  the  students,  I think  it  due  to  myself  and  the  other 
Graduates  referred  to,  to  make  our  communications  public.  This 
will  explain  to  you  why  I do  not  comply  with  your  desire  that 
the  correspondence  should  terminate  with  your  note. 

In  order  to  correct  any  false  impressions  which  may  have 
been  left  either  on  your  own  mind  or  on  the  minds  of  your  stu- 
dents, I have  now  to  state  emphatically,  that  on  no  occasion 
during  my  examinations  with  a vieAV  to  graduation  did  I ever 
make  the  slightest  profession  of  any  belief  which  I did  not  en- 
tertain. I had  previously  become  fully  satisfied  of  the  truth 
and  importance  of  the  Homoeopathic  law,  and  of  the  efficacy 
of  infinitesimal  doses,  given  in  accordance  with  it;  but  on 
neither  of  these  subjects  was  I,  directly  or  indirectly,  asked  any 
questions;  and  it  was  certainly  not  my  part  to  propose  sub- 
jects for  examination. 

Indeed,  so  entirely  satisfied  am  I that,  in  such  examinations, 
any  questions  tending  to  elicit  a confession  of  belief,  or  of  in- 


6 


tentions  in  reference  to  practice,  are  entirely  out  of  place  and 
irregular,  that  I was  quite  prepared,  had  any  such  been  put  to 
me,  to  decline  answering  them  upon  that  ground,  and  to  abide 
the  consequences,  taking  my  appeal,  in  case  of  necessity,  to  the 
Scnatus  and  Patrons  of  the  University. 

A candidate  for  a Degree  is  not,  in  my  estimation,  to  be 
regarded  as  pledging  himself  to  practise  at  all,  much  less  to  fol- 
low any  particular  method.  He  rests  his  claim  for  a diploma 
on  the  fact  of  his  having,  in  the  acquisition  of  medical  know- 
ledge, spent  both  time  and  money,  for  which  the  diploma  is  the 
receipt.  If  the  examiners  find,  by  his  answers  to  their  ques- 
tions, that  he  has  prosecuted  his  studies  successfully,  they  recom- 
mend him  for  graduation,  and  here  their  responsibility  ends.  For 
liis  future  conduct  as  a practitioner,  he  is  answerable  only  to  his 
own  conscience  and  the  laws  of  his  country,*  and  to  neither  of 
these  tribunals  need  he  fear  to  appeal,  when  the  charge  brought 
against  him  is  that  he  has  investigated  a plan  of  treatment 
which  he  had  heard  stated  to  be  superior  to  that  he  had  been 
taught  at  college,  and  that,  finding  this  declaration  true,  he 
dares  to  act  upon  it. 

In  regard  to  the  number  of  graduates,  I am  quite  certain  that 
five  were  believers  in  Homoeopathy  at  the  time  of  graduation, 
and  are  now  prosecuting  its  study,  with  a view  to  practice.  I 
also  know  of  as  many  more  who  had  then  a leaning  to  it,  and 
who,  I have  no  doubt,  are  now  daily  becoming  more  convinced 
of  its  superior  efficacy. 

I cannot  but  remark,  also,  that  any  such  observations  upon  the 
conduct  of  those  who  are  now  Graduates  of  the  University  and 
your  professional  brethren,  as  were  made  by  you,  on  your  own 
confession,  in  the  absence  of  those  to  whom  they  applied,  are, 
in  my  opinion,  highly  undignified  and  indiscreet,  as  well  as  un- 
academical. 

Having  made  this  statement,  I should  have  here  ended,  had 
you  confined  yourself  to  the  single  point  adverted  to  in  my  first 
note,  and  to  which  the  preceding  remarks  apply ; but,  as  you 
have  taken  the  opportunity  to  express  your  regret  that  any 
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Graduate  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh  should  have  made  the 
confession  of  his  belief  in  the  superiority  of  the  Homoeopathic 
mode  of  treatment,  I also  shall  take  occasion  to  make  a few  re- 
marks on  that  subject. 

It  appears  that  in  your  view  Homoeopathy  and  Rational 
Medicine  are  opposed ; in  mine,  they  are  identified.  Having 
pursued,  with  a fair  measure  of  assiduity  and  success,  my 
studies  at  the  University — having  had  the  advantage  of  the  les- 
sons of  its  teachers  both  as  to  the  theory  and  the  practice  of 
therapeutics,  I was  fortunate  enough  to  become  acquainted  with 
a mode  of  treatment  not  taught  in  the  University,  and,  as  it 
appears,  unknown  or  misunderstood  by  most  of  the  Professors 
there ; among  whom,  from  the  terms  of  your  inaugural  address, 
and  from  the  notes  I have  seen  of  your  lectures,  I must  believe 
you  to  be  as  yet  included.  I have  thus  had  an  opportunity  of 
comparing  for  myself  the  Homoeopathic  with  the  more  generally 
received  modes  of  treatment — which  you  appear  not  to  have 
enjoyed — and  the  result  has  been  a firm  conviction  of  the  vastly 
superior  efficacy  of  Homoeopathy.  But,  in  thus  learning  Ho- 
moeopathy, I have  unlearned  nothing  valuable  5 and  I am 
anxious  to  express  my  sense  of  obligation  to  those  teachers  from 
whom  I have  derived  so  much  useful  knowledge,  without  which 
I could  not  have  occupied  my  present  position.  Surely  a rational 
medicine,  or,  as  I understand  the  term,  one  derived  from  rea- 
soning on  facts,  is  more  likely  to' be  found  when  the  individual  in 
search  of  it  tries  the  merits  of  all  the  systems  of  medicine  brought 
under  his  notice  before  he  adopts  any,  than  when,  without  such 
inquiry,  he  clings  blindly  to  that  which  his  fathers  believed,  and 
which  he  happens  to  have  been  first  taught. 

I do  not  see,  however,  why,  because  I believe  the  Homoeo- 
pathic method  of  treatment  so  superior  to  all  others  as  to  con- 
sider it  my  privilege  and  my  duty  to  practise  it,  I am  at  all 
bound  to  maintain  that  every  other  must  of  necessity  be  useless. 
Because  I hold  that  with  small  doses,  administered  on  the  prin- 
ciple u Similia  similibus  curantur,”  cures  are  effected  most 
speedily,  and  with  greatest  certainty  and  safety,  I.  am  by  no 
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means  to  be  considered  as  denying  that  large  doses,  adminis- 
tered on  some  other  principle  or  variety  of  principles,  are 
capable  of,  to  any  extent,  promoting  recovery,  far  less  as  refus- 
ing to  acknowledge  that  an  amount  of  benefit  may  flow  in  some 
instances  from  the  use  of  blisters,  &c. ; in  fact,  I am  rather  in- 
clined to  look  upon  blistering,  and  other  means  of  counter-irri- 
tation, as  a coarse  kind  of  Homoeopathy.  There  is  as  much 
ground  for  the  conclusion  that,  because  I believe  the  affluent  now 
cross  the  Atlantic  in  steamers,  I must  deny  that  sailing  vessels 
also  carry  their  human  freight. 

It  might,  moreover,  occur  to  a Homoeopathist  to  be  called  on 
to  treat  a patient  when  he  had  no  Homoeopathic  medicines  at 
hand,  and  no  means  of  obtaining  them.  In  that  case,  if  he  has 
seen  a patient,  similarly  affected,  derive  benefit  from  Allopathic, 
or  any  other  treatment,  he  is  bound,  if  he  can,  to  avail  himself 
of  the  plan  he  had  known  to  do  some  good,  while  still  he  deeply 
regrets  that  what  he  has  discovered  to  be  the  more  effectual 
method  (the  Homoeopathic)  is  impracticable. 

Again,  Homoeopathy  is  still  imperfect — is,  indeed,  only  in 
its  infancy,  as  admitted  by  all  its  advocates,  in  spite  of  your 
statement,  as  got  from  the  notes,  that u it  came  forth  full-fledged, 
and  has  grown  none  since”  If  this  imperfection  should  be 
found,  in  any  case,  to  be  so  great  as  to  render  the  practitioner 
unable  to  engage  in  combat  with  the  disease  homoeopathically, 
I have  no  doubt  he  would  resort  to  the  more  blunt  and  un- 
wieldy weapons  of  Allopathy ; and,  in  so  far  as  he  is  a Homoeo- 
pathist, there  is  no  inconsistency.  But,  with  all  the  imperfec- 
tions of  their  system,  I do  not  think  Homoeopathists  need  fear 
that  they  will  often  require  to  have  recourse  to  such  a shift. 

In  your  letter,  you  speak  of  Homoeopathy  as  a u miserable  sub- 
ject.” If  you  mean  that  it  has  been,  and  threatens  to  be  to  a 
still  greater  extent,  a source  of  misery  to  you  and  your  “ legi- 
timate” professional  brethren,  I cannot  say  that  I see  any 
grounds  for  taking  objection  to  your  statement.  The  “Lancet” 
appears  to  me  particularly  to  be  writhing  under  its  inflictions, 
and  I am  warranted  in  announcing  a still  greater  host  of  tor- 
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ments  for  him  and  “ his  ” at  no  distant  date.  But  if,  by  the 
expression,  you  intend  to  imply  that  Homoeopathy  contains  in 
itself  only  misery,  I at  once  beg  to  dissent  from  you.  To  Ido- 
moeopathists  it  is  a fertile  source  of  gratification,  as  it  at  present 
stands,  and  it  points  their  hopes  to  the  still  higher  pleasure  they 
may  gain,  if  they  will  only  prosecute  the  study  of  it  with  dili- 
gence and  sagacity  in  spite  of  persecution  from  those  who,  in 
ignorance,  oppose  it. 

Throughout  the  whole  course  of  your  remarks  on  Homoeo- 
pathy, you  appear,  from  the  notes  of  them  with  which  I have 
been  furnished,  to  have  fallen  into  your  old  error — and  the  error 
of  almost  all  Allopathists  who  have  attacked  Homoeopathy — 
of  regarding  it  as  merely  a system  of  infinitesimal  doses.  I had 
thought  that  Professor  Henderson’s  pithy  hint  to  you  on  that 
mode  of  treating  the  subject,  in  his  letter  to  the  Patrons  of  the 
University,  would  have  led  you  to  take  up  a better  stand  when 
you  next  entered  the  field  against  Homoeopathy.  But  perhaps 
you  thought  your  remarks,  in  this  instance,  were  not  likely  to 
acquire  the  same  publicity  as  your  former  ones.  At  all  events, 
“ the  burden  of  your  song”  in  your  own  class-room,  as  in  that 
of  Professor  Gregory,  has  evidently  been  small  doses.  You  do, 
it  is  true,  say  (I  copy  from  the  notes),  that  “many  unprofes- 
sional individuals  have  been  convinced  of  its  [Homoeopathy’s] 
falsity  and  delusiveness  by  observation  and  experiment,  but  I 
have  never  heard  of  one  being  convinced  of  its  truth  by  argu- 
ment.” Now,  why  did  you  go  to  ^professional  persons  for 
your  disproof  of  Homoeopathy  by  observation  and  experiment 
— the  tests  which  Homoeopathy  desires  to  be  tried  by — although, 
in  my  opinion,  she  may  safely  flatter  herself  as  having  “ the 
best  of  it”  on  the  arena  of  argument  also?  Why  not  have 
undertaken  the  task  of  observing  and  experimenting  yourself, 
or  have  got  some  Allopathist,  half  as  famous  as  yourself  in 
such  a work,  to  do  it  for  you,  and  thereby  have  at  once  brought 
an  end  to  the  throes  of  the  miserable  subject? 

You  once  had  a good  chance.  When  Hr  Henderson  was 
one  of  the  professors  of  clinical  medicine — before  lie  resigned 
that  office,  would  it  not  have  been  a good,  an  honest  plan,  to 
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have  attempted  to  get  facts  either  in  support  or  disproof  of 
Homoeopathy  ? You  might  have  got  a ward  set  apart  for  cases 
to  be  treated  by  him,  in  accordance  with  the  law  u similia  simi- 
libus,”  under  your  own  inspection,  and  that  of  as  many  Allo- 
pathists  as  chose  to  come.  The  cases  at  first  given  to  him 
might  have  been  selected  from  among  those  patients  whose 
diseases  were  of  a kind  to  admit  of  being  left  to  nature  for  a 
time  without  danger,  or  from  among  the  not  usually  inconsider- 
able number,  in  regard  to  the  treatment  of  whom  you  and  your 
other  colleagues  were  quite  at  sea.  If  the  results  had  been 
favourable,  which  I have  no  doubt  would  have  happened,  you 
could  then,  perhaps,  have  mustered  courage  to  go  a step  farther, 
by  allowing  the  next  allotment  to  be  cases  of  a different  kind 
— those  over  whose  complaints  you  were  conscious  of  having 
some  control. 

In  your  u Dispensatory,”  in  speaking  of  belladonna  as  a 
prophylactic  against  scarlatina,  you  say — u The  alleged  pro- 
perty [of  preventing  the  invasion  of  scarlatina]  has,  however, 
been  generally  disbelieved  in  this  country,  mainly,  perhaps, 
in  consideration  of  the  individual  who  first  announced  it,  and 
who  made  use  of  the  facts  in  his  own  way  to  support  his  wild 
theories  respecting  Homoeopathy.  But,  as  the  treatment  is 
simple  and  safe,  it  seems  irrational  not  to  give  it  a fair  trial,  so 
long  as  there  are  hundreds  of  public  institutions  for  children  in 
Britain  that  every  now  and  then  are  overrun  and  decimated  by 
scarlatina.” 

In  regard  to  your  statement  in  the  above  extract,  it  is  grati- 
fying to  observe  that  you  award  to  Hahnemann  his  due ; for 
we  have  found  several  journalists  denying  his  claim  to  the  dis- 
covery, and  thus,  by  the  by,  fulfilling  one  of  the  conditions  of 
a true  discovery  which  you  gave  us  in  your  inaugural  address, 
that  it  must  be  denied  before  being  generally  accepted,  and 
also  fulfilling  the  following  prediction  given  in  the  u Introduc- 
tion to  the  Study  of  Homoeopathy,”  edited  by  J.  J.  Drysdale, 
M.D.,  Ed.,  and  J.  Butherfurd  Russell,  M.D.,  Ed.  1845. 
P.  14:— 

“ This  much,  however,  in  connection  with  the  point,  may  be  pre- 
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dieted,  without  any  arrogant  assumption  of  the  prophetic  mantle, 
that  the  times  are  not,  perhaps,  very  distant  when  it  shall  fare  with 
Hahnemann’s  discovery  much  as  it  did  with  Columbus’  egg.  All 
the  Salamanca  Bachelors  and  Theologians  were  able  to  make  the  egg 
stand  after  Columbus  had  knocked  the  big  end  of  it  into  a provi- 
sional and  very  primitive  sort  of  a pedestal.  Let  only  Homoeopathy 
force  its  way  into  Academies  and  Universities,  and  Hahnemann  s dis- 
covery will  turn  out  no  discovery  at  all.  The  present  hue  and  cry 
will  lull  itself  into  the  professorial  drawl  of — W e knew  as  much. 

To  rectify  a misapprehension  which  may,  however,  be  con- 
beyed  to  your  readers  by  the  expression  you  employ  in  refer- 
ence to  the  discovery  of  belladonna  as  a prophylactic,  I may 
quote  Hahnemann’s  own  words  to  show  that  the  discovery  was 
really  made  by  the  light  of  the  previously  discovered  Homoeo- 
pathic law : — 

“ I shall  now  relate  the  mode  in  which  I made  the  discovery  of 
this  specific  preservative  remedy.  The  mother  of  a large  family,  at 
the  commencement  of  July,  1799,  when  the  scarlet  fever  was  most 
prevalent  and  fatal,  had  got  a new  counterpane  made  up  by  a semp- 
stress, who,  without  the  knowledge  of  the  former,  had  in  her  small 
chamber  a boy  just  recovering  from  scarlet  fever.  The  first-men- 
tioned woman,  on  receiving  it,  examined  it,  and  smelt  it,  in  order 
to  ascertain  whether  it  might  not  have  a bad  smell,  that  would  ren- 
der it  necessary  to  hang  it  in  the  open  air;  but,  as  she  could  detect 
nothing  of  the  sort,  she  laid  it  beside  her  on  the  pillow  of  the  sofa, 
on  Avliich,  some  hours  later,  she  lay  down  for  her  afternoon’s  nap. 
She  had  unconsciously,  in  this  way  only  (for  the  family  had  no  other 
near  or  remote  connection  with  scarlatina  patients),  imbibed  this 
miasm.  A week  subsequently,  she  suddenly  fell  ill  of  a bad  quinsy, 
with  the  characteristic  shooting  pains  in  the  throat,  which  could 
only  be  subdued  after  four  days  of  threatening  symptoms. 

Several  days  thereafter,  her  daughter,  ten  years  of  age,  infected 
most  probably  by  the  morbific  exhalations  of  the  mother,  or  by  the 
emanations  from  the  counterpane,  was  attacked  in  the  evening  by 
severe  pressive  pain  in  the  abdomen,  with  biting  itching  on  the  body 
and  head,  and  rigor  over  the  head  and  arms,  and  with  paralytic  stiffness 
of  the  joints.  She  slept  very  restlessly  during  the  night,  with  frightful 
dreams,  and  perspiration  all  over  the  body,  excepting  the  head.  I 
found  her  in  the  morning  with  pressive  headache,  dimness  of  vision, 
slimy  tongue,  some  ptyalism,  the  submaxillary  glands  hard,  swollen, 
painful  to  the  touch,  shooting  pains  in  the  throat  on  swallowing, 
and  at  other  times.  She  had  not  the  slightest  thirst;  her  pulse  was 
quick  and  small ; breathing  hurried  and  anxious;  though  she  was 
very  pale,  she  felt  hot  to  the  touch,  yet  complained  of  horripilation 
over  the  face  and  hairy  scalp;  she  sat  leaning  somewhat  forwards  in 


order  to  avoid  the  shooting  in  the  abdomen,  which  she  felt  most 
acutely  when  stretching  or  bending  back  the  body;  she  complained 
of  a paralytic  stiffness  of  the  limbs,  with  an  air  of  the  most  dejected 
pusillanimity,  and  shunned  all  conversation : “ She  felt,”  she  said, 
“ as  if  she  could  only  speak  in  a whisper.”  Her  look  was  dull,  and 
yet  staring;  the  eyelids  inordinately  wide  open;  the  face  pale;  fea- 
tures sunk. 

Now  I knew  only  too  well  that  the  ordinary  favourite  remedies, 
as  in  many  other  cases,  so  also  in  scarlatina,  in  the  most  favourable 
cases,  leave  everything  unchanged,  and,  therefore,  I resolved,  in  this 
case  of  scarlet  fever,  just  in  the  act  of  breaking  out,  not  to  act  as 
usual  in  reference  to  individual  symptoms,  but  if  possible  (in  accord- 
ance with  my  new  synthetical  principle)  to  obtain  a remedy  whose 
peculiar  mode  of  action  was  calculated  to  produce  in  the  healthy 
body  most  of  the  morbid  symptoms  which  I observed  combined 
in  this  disease.  My  memory  and  my  written  collection  of  the  pe- 
culiar effects  of  some  medicines  furnished  me  with  no  remedy  so 
capable  of  producing  a counterpart  of  the  symptoms  here  present 
as  belladonna.  It  alone  could  fulfil  most  of  the  indications  of  this 
disease,  being  that,  in  its  primary  action  it  has,  according  to  my  obser- 
vations, a tendency  to  excite  in  healthy  persons  great  dejected  pusil- 
lanimity, dull,  staring  (stupid)  look,  with  inordinately  opened  eye- 
lids; obscuration  of  vision,  coldness,  and  paleness  of  the  face,  want  of 
thirst,  excessively  small,  rapid  pulse,  paralytic  immobility  of  the 
limbs,  obstructed  swallowing,  with  shooting  pains  in  the  parotid 
glands,  pressive  headache,  constrictive  pains  in  the  abdomen,  which 
became  intolerable  in  any  other  posture  of  the  body,  besides  bend- 
ing forwards,  rigor  and  heat  of  certain  parts  to  the  exclusion  of 
others,  e.  g.,  of  the  head  alone,  of  the  arms  alone,  &c.  If,  thought  I, 
this  was  a case  of  approaching  scarlet  fever,  as  I considered  was 
most  probable,  the  subsequent  effects  peculiar  to  this  plant,  its  power 
to  produce  synochus,  with  erysipelatous  spots  on  the  skin,  sopor 
swollen,  hot  face,  &c.,  could  not  fail  to  be  extremely  appropriate 
to  the  symptoms  of  fully  developed  scarlatina. 

I therefore  gave  this  girl  of  ten  years  of  age,  who  was  already 
affected  by  the  first  symptoms  of  scarlet  fever,  a dose  of  this  medi- 
cine (£32, 000th  part  of  a grain  of  the  extract,  which,  according  to 
my  subsequent  experience,  is  rather  too  large  a dose.*)  She  re- 
mained quietly  seated  all  day  without  lying  down;  the  heat  of  her 
body  became  but  little  observable.  She  drank  but  little.  None  of  the 
other  symptoms  increased  that  day,  and  no  new  ones  occurred.  She 
slept  pretty  quietly  during  the  night ; and  the  following  morning, 


* “ At  least  if  given  for  a preventive  object,  too  lai’ge  a close  for  a child  of  this 
age,  but  probably  exactly  appropriate  lor  the  so  far  advanced  symptoms  of 
scarlet  fever  ; but  this  I do  not  know  for  certain.  I cannot  therefore  advise  an 
exact  imitation  of  this  case  ; but  yet  neither  can  I advise  that  it  should  not  be 
copied  ; for  the  scarlet  fever  is  a much  more  serious  evil  than  a few  troublesome 
symptoms  produced  by  a somewhat  too  large  dose  of  belladonna.-’ 


twenty  hours  after  taking  the  medicine,  most  of  the  symptoms  had 
disappeared  without  any  crisis;  the  sore  throat  alone  persisted,  hut 
with  diminished  severity,  until  the  evening,  when  it  too  went  off'. 
The  following  day  she  was  lively;  ate  and  played  again,  and  com- 
plained of  nothing.  I now  gave  her  another  dose,  and  she  remained 
well,  perfectly  well,  whilst  two  other  children  of  the  family  fell  ill 
of  bad  scarlet  fever  without  my  knowledge,  whom  I could  only  treat 
according  to  my  general  plan  detailed  above.  I gave  my  convalescent 
a smaller  dose  of  belladonna  every  three  or  four  days,  and  she  re- 
mained in  perfect  health. 

I now  earnestly  desired  to  be  able,  if  possible,  to  preserve  the 
other  five  children  of  the  family  perfectly  free  from  infection,,  Their 
removal  Avas  impossible,  and  would  have  been  too  late.  I rea- 
soned thus:  A remedy  that  is  capable  of  quickly  checking  a disease 
in  its  onset,  must  be  its  best  preventive ; and  the  following  oc- 
currence strengthened  me  in  the  correctness  of  this  conclusion. 
Some  weeks  previously,  three  children  of  another  family  lay  ill  of  a 
very  bad  scarlet  fever;  the  eldest  daughter  alone,  who  up  to  that 
period  had  been  taking  belladonna  internally  for  an  external  affec- 
tion on  the  joints  of  her  fingers,  to  my  great  astonishment  did  not 
catch  the  fever,  although,  during  the  prevalence  of  other  epidemics, 
she  had  always  been  the  first  to  take  them.  This  circumstance 
completely  confirmed  my  idea.  I now  hesitated  not  to  administer 
to  the  other  five  children  of  this  numerous  family  this  divine  re- 
medy as  a preservative,  in  very  small  doses;  and,  as  the  peculiar 
action  of  this  plant  does  not  last  above  three  days,  I repeated  the 
dose  every  seventy-two  hours;  and  they  all  remained  perfectly  well, 
without  the  slightest  symptoms  throughout  the  whole  course  of  the 
epidemic,  and  amid  the  most  virulent  scarlatina  emanations  from 
their  sisters  who  lay  ill  with  the  disease. 

In  the  meantime,  I Avas  called  on  to  attend  another  family,  where 
the  eldest  son  Avas  ill  of  scarlet  fever.  I found  him  in  the  height 
of  the  fever,  and  with  the  eruption  on  the  chest  and  arms.  He  Avas 
seriously  ill,  and  the  time  was  consequently  past  to  give  him  the 
specific  prophylactic  remedy.  But  I Avished  to  keep  the  other  three 
children  free  from  this  malignant  disease.  One  of  them  Avas  nine 
months,  another  tAvo  years,  and  a third  four  years  of  age.  The 
parents  did  Avhat  I ordered;  gave  each  of  the  children  the  requisite 
quantity  of  belladonna  every  three  days,  and  had  the  happiness  to 
preserve  these  three  children  free  from  the  pestilential  disease,  free 
from  all  its  symptoms,  although  they  had  unrestricted  intercourse 
Avith  their  sick  brother. 

And  a number  of  other  opportunities  presented  themselves  to 
me,  where  this  specific  preventive  remedy  never  failed.”  * 

* The  Lessor  Writings  of  Samuel  Hahnemann.  Collected  and  Translated  by 
R.  E.  Dudgeon,  M.D.  London:  William  Headland,  15  Princes  Street,  Hanover 
Square.  Idol.  Pp.  353-357. 
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Why  not  carry  the  same  spirit,  which  is  indicated  in  the 
above  extract,  with  you  in  all  your  dealings  with  Homoeopathy? 
On  your  own  statement,  all  Homoeopathic  treatment  is  simple 
and  safe ; and  I have  no  doubt  you  will  confess,  that  cases  al- 
most daily  present  themselves  to  you  to  which  you  are  at  a loss 
what  Allopathic,  and  therefore  comparatively  heroic,  treatment 
you  can  apply.  If  such  be  the  case,  is  it  not  irrational  to  re- 
fuse Homoeopathic  treatment  a fair  trial  ? 

Had  you  acted  in  the  matter  of  Dr  Henderson’s  clinical  pro- 
fessorship with  the  same  liberality,  as  is  indicated  by  the  pas- 
sage above  quoted  from  your  own  work,  I feel  assured  that  you 
would  now  have  occupied  a much  more  favourable  and  dignified 
position,  when  entering  upon  a consideration  of  the  merits  of 
Homoeopathy. 

As  I have  already  said,  the  thorn  which  galls  you  in  con- 
nection with  the  subject  of  Homoeopathy,  is  the  fact  that  it  is 
so  intimately  related  to  small  doses.  You  are  reported  in  the 
notes  as  having  said — u Homoeopathists  reduce  the  dose  infi- 
nitesimally. Some  will  tell  you  that  the  question  of  doses  is 
left  open.  This  is  not  true.  It  is  all  very  well  for  some  to 
wish  that  certain  parts  of  the  system  had  been  modified,  but 
they  must  take  Homoeopathy  as  it  was  made  for  them.”  In- 
deed ! Then  Hahnemann’s  writings  must  be  taken  by  all  Ho- 
moeopathists as  the  canon  of  plenary  inspiration  on  the  subject 
of  Homoeopathy.  Why,  then,  have  the  wilful  Homoeopathists 
made  a distinction  between  Hahnemannism  and  Homoeopathy, 
and  not  stuck  to  the  former  only,  or,  what  would  have  been 
more  rational,  discarded  all  the  truth  they  find  in  Homoeopathy, 
because  there  is  also  found  interspersed  a considerable  amount 
of  error  ? They  should  have  made  no  allowance  for  the  false 
notions  which  Hahnemann  necessarily  imbibed  from  the  age  in 
which  he  lived,  and  the  extravagances  into  which,  like  all  who 
have  been  benefactors  of  the  species  by  the  discovery  of  great 
and  important  general  laws,  he  may  have  been  led  in  his  enthu- 
siasm for  making  his  discovery  still  more  perfect ! Because  we 
accept  Newton’s  law  of  gravitation,  we  do  not  think  it  neces- 
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sary  to  make  a little  hole  for  the  kitten,  as  well  as  a large  one 
for  the  cat  (which  is  told  of  him),  or  even  to  consent  to  his  in- 
terpretations of  the  Prophecies  of  Daniel. 

Have  you  taken  the  system  of  therapeutics  given  you  by 
your  teachers,  and  kept  it  sacred  in  the  state  in  which  it  was 
when  committed  to  you?  Does  any  Allopathist  profess  to  do 
so  ? Have  no  alterations,  no  improvements,  been  made  on  it  ? 
Why,  then,  all  your  investigations,  all  your  writings  in  favour 
of  changes  in  formerly  received  notions  ? If  all  who  were  at 
one  time  your  fellow-students,  and  who  received  the  same  in- 
structions from  the  same  teachers,  had  acted  on  this  plan,  how 
could  there  have  arisen  among  them  so  many  opposite  views  in 
regard  to  the  treatment  of  the  same  cases  ? It  will  not  do  for 
you  merely  to  assert,  “ It  is  not  true  that  the  question  of  doses 
is  left  open.”  I can  affirm  the  contrary,  and  go  a step  farther 
on  my  side  of  the  question  than  you  thought  fit,  or  were  able 
to  do  on  yours — namely,  by  bringing  forward  a few  facts  in  sup- 
port of  my  declaration. 

All  Homoeopatliists  who  have  expressed  an  opinion  on  the 
subject,  so  far  as  I know,  contradict  your  assertion.  Perhaps 
you  can  point  me  to  one  who  does  not.  I am  not  ignorant  of 
the  fact,  that  some  Homoeopatliists  are  great  advocates  of  high 
dilutions  (infinitesimal  doses)  in  the  majority  of  cases;  but  I 
also  know  that  there  are  many,  especially  among  Continental 
physicians,  who  prefer  in  most  cases  the  mother  tinctures,  or 
large  doses.  If  you  would  read  even  the  periodical  literature 
of  Homoeopathy,  you  would  see  this  to  be  true.  Even  those 
who  have  in  their  experience  found  that  these  doses  are  gene- 
rally adequate  to  effect  a cure,  do  not  bind  themselves  inva- 
riably to  adhere  to  them.  In  fact,  a Homoeopathist,  in  so  far 
as  he  is  merely  entitled  to  that  designation,  is  quite  at  liberty 
to  give  a puncheon  of  physic  if  he  sees  it  necessary.  But  why 
do  Ilomoeopathists,  in  the  majority  of  cases,  only  give  infinitesi- 
mal doses,  perhaps  you  may  ask.  It  is  simply  because  expe- 
rience has  proved  them  to  be  quite  sufficient. 

If  you  had  studied  Hahnemann’s  writings  sufficiently,  you 
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would  have  found  that  lie  himself  gave  large  doses  at  first. 
For  your  benefit,  I will  here  insert  a case  in  which  he  did  so. 
I have  extracted  it  from  u The  Lesser  Writings  of  Samuel 
Hahnemann,”  formerly  alluded  to  : — 

CASE  OF  RAPIDLY  CURED  COLICODYNIA. 

“ L ie,  a compositor,  24  years  of  age,  lean,  of  a pale,  earthy 

complexion,  had  worked  at  the  printing-press  a year  and  a half  be- 
fore he  came  to  me,  and  then  for  the  first  time  suddenly  felt  great  pain 
in  the  left  side,  which  obliged  him  to  keep  his  bed,  and  which,  after 
several  days,  went  away  under  the  use  of  ordinary  medicines.  Ever 
since  that,  however,  he  had  experienced  a dull,  disagreeable  sensation 
in  the  left  hypochondrium.  Some  months  afterwards,  when  he  had 
overloaded  his  stomach  with  sweet  beer  soup  flavoured  with  cara- 
way, he  was  attacked  with  a severe  colic,  the  violence  of  which  he 
could  not  express,  but  at  the  same  time  could  not  say  whether  it 
corresponded  with  the  colicod}mia  which  succeeded  it.  The  attack 
passed  off  this  time,  I don’t  know  how,  but  he  observed  that  after  it 
he  could  not  bear  certain  kinds  of  food.  The  mischief  increased  un- 
observed, and  the  colicodynia,  with  its  distinctive  symptoms,  took 
firm  root.  The  worst  kinds  of  food  for  him  were  carrots,  all  sorts 
of  cabbage,  especially  white  cabbage,  and  sour  crout,  and  every 
species  of  fruit,  but  pears  in  particular.  If  he  were  so  incautious  as  to 
eat  any  of  these  things  within  eight  days  after  an  attack  which  had 
been  brought  on  by  them,  the  liability  was  so  inci’eased,  that  he 
could  not  eat  even  a morsel  of  a pear,  for  example,  one  or  two 
weeks  after,  without  bringing  on  another  severe  attack. 

The  course  of  a severe  attack  was  as  follows  : — Four  hours  or 
four  hours  and  a half  after  eating  of  such  food,  having  previously 
felt  quite  well,  a certain  movement  was  felt  about  the  umbilical  re- 
gion ; then  there  took  place  suddenly,  always  at  the  same  place,  a 
pinching,  as  if  by  pincers,  but  attended  with  the  most  intolerable 
pain,  which  lasted  a half  or  a whole  minute,  and  each  time  suddenly 
went  away  with  borborygmus  extending  to  the  right  groin  about  the 
region  of  the  ccecum.  When  the  attack  was  very  bad,  the  pinching 
came  back,  and  the  subsequent  borborygmus  more  and  more  fre- 
quently, until  in  the  worst  attacks  they  were  almost  constant. 
There  occurred  also  the  sensation  of  a constriction  above  and  below, 
so  that  flatus  could  pass  neither  upwards  nor  downwards.  The 
uneasiness  and  pains  increased  from  hour  to  hour ; the  abdomen 
swelled  and  became  painful  to  the  touch.  Along  with  all  this  suf- 
fering, which  resembled  a fever,  there  came  an  inclination  to  vomit, 
with  sense  of  constriction  of  the  chest ; the  breathing  was  shorter, 
and  attended  with  more  and  more  difficulty  ; cold  sweat  broke  out, 
and  there  came  on  a sort  of  stupefaction,  with  total  exhaustion.  At 
this  period,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  swallow  a drop  of  liquid, 
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much  less  any  solid  food.  Thus  he  lay,  stupified  and  unconscious,  with 
swollen  face  and  protruded  eyes,  and  without  sleep,  for  many  hours. 
The  attack  of  spasmodic  colic  gradually  subsided  by  diminution  of 
the  pain;  then  followed  some  escape  of  flatus,  either  upwards  or 
downwards,  and  so  the  attack  went  off  (sometimes  only  after  sixteen 
or  twenty-four  hours  from  its  commencement).  The  strength  only 
returned  after  three  or  four  days,  and  thus  he  was  again  like  a 
person  in  health,  without  any  other  uneasiness  except  the  dull,  fixed 
pain  before  described,  and  general  weakness  and  sickly  appearance. 
He  could  not  positively  say  whether  this  dull  pain  went  off  during 
the  severe  attacks  or  not,  but  he  thought  it  did. 

In  these  circumstances,  he  could  not  retain  his  situation  at  the 
printing-press;  he  became  a compositor.  The  attacks  always  re- 
curred under  the  condition  described,  and  had  continued  to  do  so 
for  more  than  a year,  when  he  put  himself  under  my  care.  It  might 
easily  be  supposed  that  the  attacks  arose  from  flatulence;  this,  how- 
ever, was  not  the  case.  He  could  take,  without  the  least  inconve- 
nience, a good  meal  of  dry  peas,  lentils,  beans,  or  potatoes  ; and  he 
was  obliged  to  do  so,  moreover,  as  his  position  did  not  allow  him 
the  opportunity  of  getting  much  else.  Or  it  might  be  supposed  to 
arise  from  some  kind  of  fermentation  in  the  primse  viae,  or  from 
some  idiosyncrasy  in  respect  to  sweet  things.  But  nothing  was 
further  from  the  case.  He  could  take  cakes  baked  with  yeast  and 
sugar  and  milk,  as  much  as  he  pleased,  even  to  satiety,  without  the 
slightest  threatening  of  colic;  although  the  fii’st  attack  seemed,  as 
I have  said,  to  be  occasioned  by  the  beer  soup. 

Or  could  an  injurious  acidity  have  occurred  within  the  four  hours 
(for  the  attack  never  occurred  sooner  after  partaking  of  the  above 
things)  1 This  was  not  the  cause.  Lemon-juice  and  vinegar  were 
both  innocuous.  Neither  did  he  ever  vomit  sour  matter,  either 
•during  the  retching  that  occurred  with  the  attack,  or  when  ordered 
an  emetic.  None  of  the  absorbent  earths  or  alkalis  were  of  any  use 
to  him,  whether  taken  during  or  before  the  attack. 

A physician  had  suspected  tape-worm,  and  subjected  him  to 
Herrnsch  wand’s  treatment,  without  any  result.  Neither  before  nor 
after  had  he  passed  anything  which  had  the  smallest  resemblance  to 
a tape-worm,  or  indeed  to  any  kind  of  worm  at  all.  When  he  came 
to  me,  the  idea  of  tape-worm  had  taken  so  firm  a hold  of  his  mind, 
that  I -was  obliged  to  order  him  all  that  was  peculiar  in  the  methods 
of  Nuffer,  and  of  Olossius.  He  used  all  the  medicines  with  patience, 
and  pressed  me  to  try  every  means  with  this  view: — tartrate  of  anti- 
mony, gamboge,  scammony,  male  fern  (four  ounces  daily  for  four 
days  together),  charcoal,  artemesia  in  large  quantities,  colocynth 
with  oils,  castor-oil,  tin,  iron,  sabadilla,  sulphur,  petroleum,  camphor, 
assafoetida,  and  laxative  salts — nothing  was  left  untried;  but  they 
were  given,  as  1 have  said,  rather  on  account  of  his  urgent  request 
than  to  satisfy  my  own  conviction,  for,  besides  the  fact  that  no 
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worms  were  ever  seen,  the  two  symptoms  which  I have  so  often 
observed  to  attend  worms  were  absent,  viz.,  the  deeply  wrinkled 
countenance,  and  the  sensation  of  a cold  stream  winding  itself  to- 
wards the  back,  immediately  after  a meal. 

Immediately  after  the  sabadilla,  which  produced  a creeping  sen- 
sation, like  ants  upon  the  skin  (formication),  and  a heat  in  the 
stomach  and  over  the  whole  body,  I let  him  try  the  test  of  eating 
a piece  of  pear.  It  appeared,  indeed,  as  if  the  attack  had  returned 
quite  mildly,  but  after  I had  left  him  without  medicine  for  eight 
days,  and  again  tried  him  with  a small  piece  of  pear,  the  colic  came 
on  just  as  bad  as  evei\ 

I have  forgotten  to  mention  that  I had  ah*eady  previously  tried 
all  sorts  of  powerful  so-called  anti-spasmodic  remedies  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  paroxysm,  small  doses  of  ipecacuanha  taken  dry, 
lukewarm  foot-baths,  and  larger  baths,  opium,  and  cajeput  oil, 
without  any  result,  even  without  any  palliative  effect.  I only 
sought  to  palliate  the  symptoms  at  that  time,  in  order  that  he  might 
continue  without  molestation  to  use  cinchona  bark,  and  to  wash 
with  cold  water,  to  get  the  better  of  his  weakness.  As  his  condition 
required  immediate  help,  inasmuch  as  the  colicodynia  began  to  ap- 
pear even  upon  the  use  of  the  smallest  quantity  of  vegetable  food,  and 
as  all  I had  done  at  his  entreaty  had  been  of  no  service  whatever,  I 
determined  to  give  him  a medicine,  which  produced  very  similar  mor- 
bid symptoms.  The  similarity  of  the  griping  pain,  anxiety,  constric- 
tion of  the  chest,  fever,  loss  of  strength,  &c.,  produced  by  veratrum 
album,  appeared  to  me  calculated  to  give  permanent  relief.  I gave 
him  four  powders,  each  containing  four  grains,  and  told  him  to  take 
one  powder  daily,  but  to  let  me  know  at  once  if  any  violent  symp- 
toms appeared.  This  he  did  not  do.  He  did  not  return  until  five 
days  thereafter.  His  unlimited  confidence  in  my  aid  had  nearly 
played  him  an  awkward  trick.  The  benefit  I had  promised  from- 
fhe  powders  had  induced  him  to  take  two  instead  of  one  daily, 
After  the  second  powder,  without  his  having  eaten  anything  inju- 
rious, there  began  an  attack  Avhich  he  could  not  otherwise  describe 
than  as  his  spasmodic  colic,  or  something  very  like  it.  This  did  not 
prevent  him,  however,  from  taking  the  third  and  fourth  powder  the 
following  day  (taking  thus  sixteen  grains  in  rather  less  than  two 
days),  upon  which  this  artificial  colic,  if  I may  so  speak,  increased 
to  such  a dreadful  extent,  that,  to  use  his  own  expression,  he 
wrestled  with  death,  covered  with  cold  sweat,  and  almost  suffocated. 
He  had  required  the  remaining  three  days  to  recruit,  and  had  re- 
turned for  further  directions.  I reprimanded  him  for  his  impru- 
dence, but  could  not  avoid,  notwithstanding,  comforting  him  with 
the  prospect  of  a good  issue.  The  result  confirmed  it.  Under  the 
use  of  tolerably  good  diet,  he  regained  his  strength,  and  he  has  not 
had,  for  half  a year,  even  a threatening  of  an  attack,  although  from 
to  time  he  has  eaten  of  the  food  which  before  was  so  injurious 
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to  him,  but  in  moderation,  as  I impressed  upon  him  he  should. 
Since  this  event,  he  has  taken  no  more  medicine,  and  no  tape-worm 
was  passed  after  the  use  of  the  veratrum.  The  dull  pain  in  the  left 
hypochondrium  likewise  went  at  the  same  time.” 

I think  the  above  is  calculated  to  show  you  more  than  that 
Hahnemann  used  large  doses  at  first,  and  with  success — namely, 
that  he  was  possessed  of  sufficient  observational  powers  and 
reflection  to  justify  any  one  in  giving  heed  to  his  statement, 
that  he  had  discovered  small  doses  to  be  generally  all  that  was 
necessary.  Want  of  time  prevents  me  from  giving  you  more 
cases  of  the  same  kind ; but  you  will  find  others  recorded  in  the 
Introduction  to  his  u Materia  Medica.” 

In  regard  to  some  medicines,  and  in  some  cases,  the  whole 
body  of  Homoeopathic  practitioners  agree  to  give  large  doses. 
For  instance,  camphor  is  often  so  administered  in  cholera.  The 
solution  of  this  substance  in  almost  universal  use,  in  these 
cases,  among  Homceopathists,  is  much  stronger  than  even  the 
tincture  of  the  Edinburgh  Pharmacopoeia.  The  former  contains 
one  part  of  camphor  in  every  seven  of  the  solution,  while  the 
latter  has  only  one  in  every  seventeen.  The  dose  generally 
administered  to  cholera  patients  is  two  or  three  drops  every 
five,  ten,  or  fifteen  minutes,  according  to  circumstances. 

I may  also  mention  to  you,  that  even  your  colleague,  Dr 
Simpson,  has  publicly  in  his  class-room  confessed  to  the  effi- 
cacy of  a medicine  administered  by  him  in  accordance  with  the 
Homoeopathic  law,  at  the  suggestion  of  a Homceopatliist,  and  in 
not  very  small  doses  either. 

Towards  the  close  of  last  winter  session,  when  Dr  Arneth,  of 
Vienna,  was  in  Edinburgh,  he  was  in  the  habit  of  attending 
Dr  Simpson’s  lectures.  On  one  occasion,  in  Dr  Arneth’s  pre- 
sence, I recollect  that  Dr  Simpson  told  his  class  of  a case  of 
vomiting  during  pregnancy  then  under  his  care.  He  had 
launched  forth  in  succession  all  his  Allopathic  appliances — 
opium,  naphtha,  prussic  acid,  &c.  (I  forget  if  chloroform  was 
also  used) — but  without  relieving  the  patient.  He  had  either 
taken  Dr  Arneth  to  see  it,  or  had  told  him  about  it,  and  the 
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latter  recommended  him  to  try  either  a quarter  or  half  a grain  of 
Ipecacuanha ; I do  not  recollect  which.  He  acted  upon  this  sug- 
gestion, and  with  decided  good  results.  Dr  Simpson  made  a re- 
mark to  the  effect,  that  this,  no  doubt,  looked  very  like  Homoeo- 
pathy, but  yet  that  he  was  bound  to  acknowledge  the  fact. 

You  are  also  represented  to  me  as  having  said,  that  one 
u peculiar  branch”  of  the  Homoeopathic  system  u is  that  medi- 
cines destroy  one  another’s  effects.”  Is  this  peculiar  to  Ho- 
moeopathy ? Do  you  not  hold  that  acids  and  alkalis  neutralise 
each  other’s  effects  if  they  are  mixed  ? But  I suppose  your  ob- 
ject, in  mentioning  this  peculiarity , had  been  to  give  a telling- 
effect  against  Homoeopathy  to  the  following  syllogism,  which 
is  noted  as  having  been  advanced : — u It  follows  from  the 
known  constitution  of  the  atmosphere,  that,  by  the  prolonged 
and  repeated  trituration  to  which  it  is  necessary  to  submit  all 
Homoeopathic  medicines  [not  the  tinctures,  of  course],  in  order 
to  their  infinitesimal  division,  ammonia  (a  very  important  Ho- 
moeopathic remedy),  and  other  matters,  must  be  mixed — in  very 
small  quantity,  no  doubt,  but  of  great  consequence  when  deal- 
ing with  infinitesimal  doses ; but  medicines  are  rendered  inert 
by  mixture  : therefore,  all  Homoeopathic  remedies  are  inert — a 
very  possible  conclusion,” 

Now,  sir,  it  is  not  asserted  by  Ilomoeopathists,  nor  is  it  a 
fact,  that  two  medicines  given  at  the  same  time  are  inert. 
What  they  say,  and  say  truly,  is,  that,  when  you  administer 
two  medicines  mixed  together,  you  cannot  assert  that  the  effect 
of  the  mixture  shall  be  the  sum  of  the  effects  of  each  given 
singly  5 and  that,  unless  you  have  proved  the  mixture  on  the 
healthy  body,  there  is  no  room  for  the  proper  application  of  it 
in  strict  accordance  with  the  Homoeopathic  law.  They  admit 
that,  if  the  two  remedies  are  antidotes,  and  the  power  of  the  one 
equal  to  that  of  the  other,  they  will  neutralise  each  other ; but 
if  two  medicines  are  given  which  do  not  antidote  each  other, 
and  one  of  them  be  Homoeopathic,  it  will  act  in  promoting  re- 
covery ; while  the  other,  not  being  Homoeopathic,  will  not, 
from  the  smallness  of  the  dose,  produce  any  appreciable  effect. 
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At  the  same  time,  the  two  may  so  interfere  with  each  other’s 
action,  as  not  to  lead  to  the  curative  result.  In  other  cases  this 
may  not  happen  ; hut  what  these  are,  Homoeopathists  as  yet  do 
not  know,  and  hence  they  prefer  giving  their  medicines  singly, 
or  at  most  in  alternation. 

I grant  it  is  not  impossible,  that,  by  trituration,  the  medi- 
cines may  become  mixed  with  ammonia ; but,  without  descend- 
ing to  the  pestle  and  mortar,  you  might  have  gained  the  same 
end,  by  informing  your  students  that  Homoeopathists  did  not 
restrict  their  patients  from  breathing  the  air  containing  the 
ammonia  while  they  were  taking  the  medicines ; so  that  am- 
monia and  tire  medicine  must  be  acting  on  the  patient  at  the 
same  time.  What  conclusion  can  you  draw?  Ammonia  is 
unquestionably  a valuable  Homoeopathic  remedy,  but  only  when 
it  is  administered  in  a case  of  disease  to  which  it  is  Homoeo- 
pathic. Were  a person  {to  suppose  a case)  breathing  atmos- 
pheric air  containing  no  ammonia  so  affected  by  disease,  that 
ammonia  was  indicated  as  the  remedy  according  to  the  law  svmilia 
similibus , I believe  that  even  the  amount  of  it  he  can  inspire 
with  the  ordinary  air,  would  effect  his  recovery ; if  it  did  not,. 
I would  exercise  my  right  to  increase  the  dose. 

The  same  explanation — the  fact  of  the  Homoeopathicity  of  the' 
medicine  to  the  disease — accounts  for  small  doses  taking:  effect, 
even  when  they  are  administered  in  common  spring  water, 
whicli  generally  contains  much  larger  quantities  of  several  other 
medicinal  substances.  These  other  substances  have  no  appreci- 
able effect,  unless  they  are  Homoeopathic  to  the  disease,  because 
it  requires  larger  doses  to  elicit  phenomena  from  the  healthy 
system,  or  from  a condition  of  the  system  bearing  other  than  a 
Homoeopathic  relation  to  the  medicine — namely,  not  affected 
in  a similar  way  to  that  in  which,  if  healthy,  it  would  have  been 
by  a sufficient  dose  of  the  medicine ; in  other  words,  not  having 
its  sensibility  to  the  particular  influence  of  the  remedy  exalted. 
IS  o doubt  the  small  doses  will  produce  some  effect  even  on  a 
healthy  organism,  but  it  is  so  slight  as  to  be  imperceptible. 

\ ou  say  (in  the  notes) : — u Reason  and  common  sense  must 
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reject  the  theory  of  infinitesimal  doses.  Homeopathists  use 
the  millionth,  billionth,  or  even  the  trillionth  part  of  a grain ! 
Now,  have  you  ever  endeavoured  to  form  an  idea  of  such  a 
dose  ? The  question  is,  whether  the  human  mind  is  capable 
of  conceiving  a clear  idea  of  a trillionth  ; I confess  that  it  con- 
veys no  very  clear  idea  to  my  mind.” 

I must  say,  it  is  not  obvious  to  me  how  reason  either  must, 
or  can,  reject  the  theory  of  infinitesimal  doses.  Reason  lias 
nothing  to  do  with  it  ; it  is  to  be  tested  by  observation  and  ex- 
periment. If  you  witness  undoubted  curative  effects  produced 
by  these  quantities,  you  are  forced  to  believe  that  they  are  not 
powerless.  There  is  no  room  for,  no  need  of,  reasoning  5 it  essen- 
tially belongs  to  the  category  of  axiomatic  truths.  No  doubt, 
if  you  appeal  to  common  sense — by  which,  in  this  case,  I mean 
the  sense  common  to  Allopathists,  that  large  doses  of  medicines 
are  necessary  for  the  cure  of  disease — the  response  must  be,  that 
infinitesimal  doses  are  no  doses  at  all,  in  so  far  as  the  capabi- 
lity of  making  any  impression  is  concerned;  but  still  in  this 
there  is  no  reasoning.  Here  there  is  a mere  petitio  principii — 
a begging  of  the  question.  If  large  doses  are  alone  capable  of 
influencing  a disease,  small  doses  must  be  ineffectual.  No 
doubt  of  it ; but  first  show  that  the  notions  of  Allopathists  on 
this  point  are  right,  then  the  whole  matter  will  be  set  at  rest 
— the  dispute  settled. 

The  question  is  not  whether  the  human  mind  is  capable  of 
conceiving  a clear  idea,  or  any  idea,  of  a trillionth ; but  is  it 
capable  of  seeing  the  effects  of  a trillionth  of  a grain  of  medicine 
administered  Homceopathically  ? To  establish  that  lightning 
is  a powerful  agent,  and  capable  of  producing  great  destruction, 
it  is  not  necessary  to  conceive  an  idea  of  the  weight  of  a flash, 
or  of  the  ingredient  in  it  (if  it  be  compound)  which  has  the 
strength.  It  is  enough  to  see  the  effects,  or  even  to  hear  them 
related  by  credible  witnesses.  If  you  differ  from  me  on  this 
point,  pray  favour  me  with  a statement  of  the  exact  weight,  so 
that  I may  have  a more  perfect  realisation  of  the  devastating 
power  so  often  displayed  during  a thunderstorm. 


Is  it  necessary  to  conceive  an  idea  of  the  weight  or  hulk  ot  the 
emanations  from  a small-pox  or  typhus-fever  patient,  before  I 
can  believe  in  their  power  to  produce  such  loathsome  and 
deadly  results?  On  this  subject  I may  quote  from  a paper  by 
Dr  Samuel  Brown,  in  u The  Introduction  to  the  Study  of  Ho- 
moeopathy,” already  referred  to.*' 

“ The  very  direction  in  which  a power  is  applied,  or  in  which  a 
weight  is  allowed  to  operate,  is  so  immensely  more  significant 
than  the  weight  itself,  that  Archimedes,  after  having  showered  im- 
ponderable arrows  of  sunfire  on  the  enemies  of  Syracuse,  and 
burned  up  their  vessels  of  war,  wanted  but  a point  to  plant  his 
lever,  in  order  to  move  the  world  with  his  puny  arm  ! W hat  is  the 
weight  of  water  with  which  Watt  clips  thick  iron,  like  paper,  into 
shreds,  and  sends  his  huge  leviathans,  throbbing  in  their  irresistible 
struggle,  across  the  Atlantic,  with  all  but  the  regularity  of  the 
freighted  planets  themselves  ? Are  not  a few  pounds  of  weight 
transformed  into  tons,  by  the  mere  disposition  of  them  by  Bramah, 
on  the  principle  of  the  old  hydrostatic  paradox?  Paradox!  One 
had  thought  the  day  of  paradoxes  was  over  for  ever  now.  Every- 
thing great  is  a paradox  at  first;  because  our  own  ignorance  makes 
it  strange.  To  the  last  of  the  Ptolemaics  it  was  paradoxical  to 
think  that  the  sky  is  not  a hyaline  vault,  studded  with  heavenly 
lights.  It  was  paradoxical  to  the  scholastic  contemporaries  of 
Torricelli  that  nature  can  endure  a vacuum.  It  was  paradoxical  to 
the  Stahlian  chemists  that  phlogiston  is  a nonentity.  It  was  para- 
doxical to  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians,  that  Harvey’s  circu- 
lation of  the  blood  should  not  be  persecuted,  by  exclusion  from 
their  precious  fellowship  as  an  irreligious  heresy ! It  is  our  own 
limitation  that  is  the  originator  of  such  paradoxes  as  these.” 

And  again  (pp.  169,  170)  tlie  same  author  writes: — ■ 

“ Even  unorganised  nature,  then,  is  an  admirable  commentary 
on  the  narrowness  of  such  partial  interpreters  as  insist  upon  re- 
ducing every  manifestation  of  force  to  the  standard  of  weight  and 
measure.  This,  however,  is  not  a physical,  but  a physiological 
inquiry.  There  is  that  which  is  a thousandfold  more  delicate  and 
more  susceptible  of  every  influence,  not  substituted  for,  but  super- 
added  to  and  incoi’porated  with,  mere  physical  sensibility  to  re- 
action of  every  kind.  Everything  that  has  been  said  about  mate- 
rial forms,  into  which  the  breath  of  life  has  not  been  inspired,  must 
be  affirmed,  and  more  urgently  aflinned  of  the  living  frame,  with 

* The  same  articles  contain  many  other  beautiful  illustrations  of  this  subject, 
and  in  the  “ Introduction”  there  are  many  other  interesting  articles  on  Ilomoco- 
patliy. 
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its  fearful  though  harmonious  complication.  The  physician  and 
his  forces  have  to  deal  with  a quivering  epitome  of  all  the  species 
of  susceptibility  in  creation,  one  kind  reacting  on  another,  so  as  to 
produce  a combination  of  harmony  so  highly  strung,  that  the  prick 
of  a pin  shall  grate  upon  every  fibre,  and  a cooling  odour,  in  a hot 
atmosphere,  impart  refreshment  and  delight  to  every  nerve.  Ac- 
cording to  the  experiments  of  Leuchs,  if  the  10,240th  part  of  a 
grain  of  tartrate  of  mercury  be  diffused  through  the  substance  of  a 
sweet  pea,  the  beautiful  germ  of  a graceful  flowering  herb,  which 
lies  folded  up  within  its  horny  pericarp,  shall  never  come  out  and 
be  expanded,  though  you  imbed  it  in  the  softest  mould,  and  solicit 
it  by  every  art.  Before  Androclus  will  a lion,  with  a paltry  thorn 
in  his  royal  palm,  crouch  in  his  rock-built  palace,  and  humbly  crave 
deliverance  from  the  insignificant  prickle  that  has  unstrung  his 
fibrous  frame.  But  man  is  a creature  of  such  exquisite  and  mani- 
fold sensibility  to  the  agency  of  even  physical  re-agents,  that, 
when  the  compacted  balance  of  all  the  parts  is  disturbed  in  any 
one  way,  and  idiosyncrasy  is  produced,  the  feel  of  velvet  produces 
nausea  in  some;  a ‘professor  of  natural  philosophy  faints  under 
a sprig  of  lavender;’  an  Erasmus  cannot  as  much  as  taste  fish 
without  a fever;  a Cardinal  Hauy  de  Cardonne  swoons  at  the 
smell  of  a rose;  a Scaliger  falls  into  convulsions  at  the  sight  of 
cresses;  and  a Tyclio  Brahe  trembles  in  the  awful  presence  of  a 
hare.” 

The  testimony  of  Professor  Jorg,  of  Leipsic  — an  Allo- 
'pathist — may  also  he  adduced  in  favour  of  small  doses  admi- 
nistered Homceopa  thica  1 ly  : — 

“ On  the  other  hand,  medicines  operate  most  powerfully  upon 
the  sick  when  the  symptoms  correspond  with  those  of  the  disease. 
A very  small  quantity  of  medicinal  arnica  will  produce  a violent 
effect  upon  persons  -who  have  an  irritable  state  of  the  oesophagus 
and  stomach.  Mercurial  preparations  have  in  very  small  doses 
given  rise  to  pains  and  loose  stools  when  administered  in  an  inflam- 
matory state  of  the  intestines.  * * * Yet  why,”  he  exclaims, 

“ should  I occupy  time  by  adducing  more  examples  of  a similar 
operation  of  medicines,  since  it  is  in  the  very  nature  of  the  thing 
that  a medicine  must  produce  a much  greater  effect  when  it  is  ap- 
plied to  a body  already  suffering  under  an  affection  similar  to  that 
which  the  medicine  itself  is  capable  of  producing.”  * 

From  a still  more  recent  work,  I extract  the  following  re- 
marks, which  appear  to  me  to  he  particularly  appropriate : — 

“ For,  on  the  whole,  the  idea  of  medicine  itself  is  homoeopathic; 


* British  Journal  of  Homoeopathy.  1845.  P.  48. 
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it  does  not  give  health-producing  agents  to  engender  health,  but 
poisons  which  would  issue  in  disease:  it  is,  therefore,  the  general 
application  of  the  law,  by  which  like  is  to  be  cured  by  like.  It  is 
in  the  particulars  that  medicine  does  not  recognise  the  application 
of  the  Hahnemannian  formula;  and  thence,  whenever  it  comes  into 
details,  it  is  in  contradiction  with  its  own  idea.  It  is  homoeopathic 
in  theory,  and  allopathic  in  application — a house  divided  against 
itself.  And  in  the  matter  of  doses  it  is  subject  to  the  like  remarks; 
for  no  one  gives  physic  in  the  same  quantities  as  food,  but  a few 
grains  of  calomel,  or  a few  fractions  of  a grain  of  arsenic,  are  con-> 
sidered  sufficient  even  by  ‘ heroic  practitioners’  of  the  old  school. 
Why  is  this,  but  that  there  is  a working  in  these  poisons  which 
takes  them  out  of  the  category  of  the  ordinary  materials  which 
we  put  into  our  mouths?  And  if  a grain  will  produce  results 
upon  a man  of  fourteen  stone  weight,  where  is  the  absurdity  to 
end,  without  experiment,  which  may  choose  to  show  that  the  mil- 
lionth or  decillionth  of  a grain  will  have  even  better  results?  I 
marvel  how  men  who  lift  fourteen  stones  by  the  equipoise  of  a 
skilful  grain,  can  sneer  at  other  men  who  do  the  same  nice  balance 
by  incalculably  lesser  weights.  For  it  is  evident  that  all  medicine 
is  on  this  railway  of  smallness,  and  is  more  perfect  and  harmless  for 
every  fresh  terminus  that  it  reaches.  If  the  Allopathists  were  ac- 
customed to  give  calomel  porridges,  their  wrath  against  small  doses 
would  be  consistent;  but,  when  they  are  themselves  reduced  to 
grains,  why  should  they  cavil  at  other  healers  who,  by  experiment, 
have  found  out  the  value  of  grains  of  grains?”  * 

Have  you  ever  tried  whether  the  millionth  of  a grain  of  a 
medicine  administered  in  accordance  with  the  Homoeopathic 
law  can  produce  any  effect?  If  not,  where  is  your  right  to 
assert  the  impossibility  of  its  doing  so  ? 

If  you,  after  having  made  up  your  mind  in  regard  to  the 
probable  termination  of  a case  under  your  care,  Allopathically, 
were  afterwards  to  consult  a Homoeopathist  as  to  the  remedy, — 
to  obtain  it  from  him, — and  to  administer  it  in  infinitesimal 
doses ; and  if  you  were,  after  a succession  of  suck  experiments, 
to  find  uniformly  no  positive  result,  then  you  would  have  a 
strong  case  made  out  against  Homoeopathy  ' but  you  cannot  get 
this  in  any  other  way.  So  many  cases  have  been  reported  by 


* The  Human  Body  and  its  Connection  with  Man,  Illustrated  by  the  Prin- 
cipal Organs.  By  James  John  Garth  Wilkinson,  Member  of  the  Royal  College? 
of  Surgeons  of  England.  London:  Chapman  & Hall,  193  Piccadilly.  1851. 


conscientious  and  able  men,  in  which  even  decillionth  grain 
doses  administered  Homceopathically,  with  the  object  of  effect- 
ing a cure,  have  been  so  speedily  followed  by  the  desired  re- 
sult, that  it  would  be  considered  rash,  by  all  sound  and  inde- 
pendent minds,  in  any  one  to  deny  that  they  were  the  cause. 

One  strong  argument  against  Homoeopathy,  in  your  opinion, 
appears  to  be  that  “ it  takes  a long  time  to  establish  one  remedy 
in  regular  practice.”  u Iodine,”  you  say,  “ has  been  known  for 
thirty-one  years,  and  yet  its  action  is  still  obscure.  But  in 
Homoeopathy  we  are  called  upon  to  believe  that  one  sagacious 
man  did  at  once  what  many  have  been  unable  to  accomplish  in 
many  years.”  To  my  mind,  there  is  in  all  this  no  argument 
against  Homoeopathy  at  all ; although,  I must  confess,  there  is 
in  it  great  cause  for  admiration  of  Hahnemann.  Do  you  really 
think  this  an  infallible  stumbling-block  in  the  way  of  any  one 
entering  the  list  of  Homoeopathic  practitioners?  I can  give  you 
a clue  to  guide  you  through  the  whole  difficulty.  It  is  this : 
Hahnemann  hit  upon  the  right  plan ; the  others  to  whom  you 
refer  did  not.  This  plan  was  the  proving  of  medicines  on  the 
healthy  body  in  such  a way  as  to  ascertain,  to  use  his  own 
ords,  not  only  u the  general  characters  of  a substance,  whether 
it  has  a power  to  produce  purging,  vomiting,  convulsions,  &e. ; 
but  all  the  finer  shades  of  its  operation,  and  its  complete  sphere 
of  action.”  To  this  he  was  necessarily  led,  in  consequence  of 
the  law  similia  similibus ; for  by  no  other  means  could  it  be 
rendered  of  practical  value.  His  experiments  for  this  purpose 
on  himself  and  many  of  his  friends  were  not  made  u at  once,” 
but  extended  over  a period  of  more  than  thirty  years.  That  he 
investigated  patiently  and  recorded  faithfully,  is  abundantly 
shown  by  the  coincidence  of  his  findings  with  those  of  the  so- 
ciety instituted  at  Vienna,  for  the  purpose  of  proving  and  add- 
ing to  his  results.  Similar  instances  abound  of  one  gifted  in- 
dividual having,  in  a short  period  of  his  lifetime,  found  out  what 
many  able  men  previously  to  him  had  in  vain  tried  to  discover. 
Such  is  Sir  Isaac  Newton’s  finding  the  course  of  each  planet 
by  the  law  of  gravitation ; and  the  names  of  Copernicus,  Galileo, 
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and  Torricelli,  need  only  to  be  mentioned  to  call  up  other  ex- 
amples. 

In  conclusion,  I have  a few  remarks  to  make  on  your  state- 
ment, in  the  notes,  that  “ there  are  no  existing  facts  whieh  go 
to  support  the  truth  of  Homoeopathy.”  Have  you  ever  tried 
to  obtain  any?  From  what  I have  already  said,  you  will  now 
allow,  perhaps,  that  there  are  at  least  a few ; but  I can  even  give 
you  some  from  your  own  u Dispensatory.” 

To  begin  with  tartar  emetic,  of  which  you  say,  in  the  notes, 
that  u it  has  been  adduced  as  an  example  of  the  Homoeopathic 
method  of  cure ; but  it  is  very  difficult  to  prove  that  it  acts  by 
producing  inflammation.”  In  your  u Dispensatory”  (p.  149),  I 
find  the  following : u Internally,  tartaric  emetic  is,  in  large  doses, 
an  irritant  poison,  which  produces  inflammation  of  the  alimen- 
tary mucous  membrane,  and  also,  it  appears,  of  the  texture  of 
the  lungs f &c.  Farther  on,  in  the  same  page,  you  write — 
u The  same  doses  which,  in  the  healthy  state  produce  in  general 
symptoms  of  irritant  poisoning,  unless  speedily  discharged  by 
vomiting,  appear  frequently  to  exert  a sedative  or  controstimu- 
lant  [!]  action  during  the  presence  of  general  reaction  or  active 
inflammation.  * * This  singular  action,  and 

the  cure  of  pneumonia , pleurisy,  and  other  acute  internal  in- 
flammations, through  its  means,  are  facts  in  therapeutics,  to  the 
truth  of  which,  however  much  they  were  at  one  time  doubted 
in  this  country,  it  is  now  almost  unnecessary  for  any  author  to 
bear  personal  testimony.  The  diseases  in  -which  the  contro- 
stimulant  plan  has  seemed  most  beneficial  ar g,  pneumonia } pleu- 
risy, and  erysipelas.”  Instead  of  adopting  the  large  dose  sys- 
tem, you  consider  that  small,  nauseating,  and  diaphoretic  doses 
are  equally  effectual.  But  although  nausea  and  diaphoresis 
precede  the  cure,  I think  it  would  be  “ very  difficult  to  prove” 
that  they  cause  it.  Indeed,  if  you  would  select  a case  of  pneu- 
monia, the  symptoms  of  which  are  completely  covered  by  those 
of  tartar  emetic,  and  give  this  substance  in  still  smaller  doses, 
even  infinitesimal  ones — you  would  find  that  recovery  may  take 
place  without  either  nausea  or  increased  perspiration.  Every 
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case  of  pneumonia  is  not,  however,  suitable  for  tartar  emetic. 
Homceopathists  have  several  other  remedies,  which  are  much 
more  frequently  found  applicable.  N 

Again,  in  speaking  of  the  actions  and  uses  of  arsenic  (p.  184), 
you  write— a A great  multiplicity  of  secondary  affections  has 
farther  been  observed,  among  which  the  most  frequent  and  most 
remarkable  are  partial  palsy,  epileptic  convulsions , and  dyspepsia 
with  emaciation.'1''  In  page  136,  however,  you  admit  that  u it 
is  one  of  the  standard  remedies  in  epilepsy , and  is  perhaps  fully 
as  often  successful  as  any  other  method  of  cure;”  and  (in  p. 
134),  that  it  u is  in  small  doses  a tonic.1 ’ 

In  speaking  of  the  u troublesome  effects  apt  to  accrue  from 
its  physiological  operation,”  you  say — u Among  other  pheno- 
mena in  such  circumstances,  desquamation  of  the  cuticle , drop- 
ping of  the  nails,  and  falling  out  of  the  hair,  have  been  ob- 
served,” and  yet  u it  is  now  a staple  remedy  in  some  of  the  more 
obstinate  species  of  scaly  cutaneous  disorders , such  as  lepra  and 
psoriasis. 

Camphor. — (p.  257.) — 11  When  taken  largely  in  coarse  pow- 
der, it  commonly  occasions  pain  in  the  stomach , sickness,  and 
vomiting ; and  animals  die  chiefly  with  symptoms  of  irritant 
poisoning.  But  when  in  a state  of  fine  division,  or  when  dis- 
solved, large  doses  excite  little  else  than  narcotic  symptoms, 
such  as  giddiness,  staggering,  obscurity  of  vision,  confusion  of 
ideas,  and  delirium — a state,  in  short,  which  considerably  re- 
sembles intoxication,  is  attended  with  increased  frequency  of  the 
pulse , and  ends  in  stupor,  interrupted  by  occasional  convulsions .” 
Again,  (in  p.  258) — “ While  these  phenomena  would  appear 
to  indicate  a stimulant  action  on  the  circulation,  and  still  more 
on  the  nervous  system,  with  a secondary  depressing'  effect,  the 
current  doctrine  refers  the  therapeutic  influence  of  small  doses  to 
a primary  sedative  operation  upon  the  nervous  system.  It  is  held 
to  allay  nervous  excitement,  subdue  pain,  arrest  spasm,  and 
sometimes  to  induce  sleep.  At  the  same  time  it  acts  as  a gentle 
diaphoretic,  and  induces  a sense  of  coolness  and  refreshment 
so  that  where  the  pidse  is  excited,  especially  in  connection  with  cm 
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excited  state  of  the  nervous  system , depression  of  the  circulation , 
ancl  even  also  of  the  animal  temperature,  may  ensue.  On  ac- 
count of  these  virtues,  camphor  is  used  in  continued  fevers  of 
the  typhoid  type , especially  when  nervous  symptoms,  such  as  deli- 
rium, ivatchf ulness,  tremors,  and  starting  of  the  tendons,  pre- 
vail in  the  advanced  stage ; and  by  some  authors,  such  as  Dr 
Cullen,  its  utility  in  such  circumstances  has  been  considered 
undeniable.  It  does  not  accelerate , but,  on  the  contrary,  rather 
reduces  the  frequency  of  the  circulation  in  fever  f &c.  [that  is, 
when  it  is  already  increased]. 

Chlorine. — (p.  310.) — u If  chlorine  gas  be  somewhat  diluted, 
it  may  be  inspired,  and  then  causes  a painful  sense  of  rawness 
in  the  throat  and  down  the  windpipe  into  the  lungs,  with  cough- 
ing and  expectoration,  which  [may  be  followed  by  bronchial 
inflammation .”  Again,  speaking  of  its  therapeutic  applica- 
tions (p.  311),  you  observe — u It  has  been  held  to  be  an  astrin- 
gent, in  consequence  chiefly  of  the  property  ascribed  to  it  of 
diminishing  chronic  bronchitis  when  inhaled;”  and  in  the  same 
page,  “ Chlorine  inhalations  have  been  found  serviceable  in 
chronic  catarrh .” 

Creasotum. — (p.  376.) — u In  the  human  subject,  its  poison- 
ous action  has  been  sometimes  manifested  by  nausea,  vomiting, 
headache,  &c.”  And  again,  on  next  page — “ Its  most  striking 
effects,  however,  as  an  internal  sedative,  are  shown  in  the  ar- 
restment of  vomiting.  * * * It  allays  vomiting, 

from  functional  disorder  of  the  stomach,  or  nervous  irritability 
of  that  organ ; and  even  in  that  which  depends  on  organic  dis- 
ease in  the  stomach  itself,  it  is  not  unfrequently  of  great  tem- 
porary benefit.  It  has  been  found  by  accoucheurs  a valuable 
remedy  for  the  chronic  vomiting  of  pregnancy.  Others  have 
observed  it  to  be  useful  in  the  most  obstinate  of  all  kinds  of 
vomiting — sea  sickness.” 

I had  intended  to  extract  several  other  passages,  of  a nature 
similar  to  the  above,  from  your  own  work — for  it  is  full  of 
them  ; but,  as  this  communication  has  already  extended  over  a 
greater  space  than  I expected,  I shall  rest  satisfied  with  tho 


30 


specimens  I have  already  adduced  of  your  unintentional  advo- 
cacy of  Homoeopathy.  I do  not  mean  to  affirm  that  Homceo- 
pathists  would  give  the  above  medicines  in  the  diseases  you 
specify.  I could  not  do  so  ; for  a Homoeopathist,  in  order  to 
treat  any  patient  successfully,  must  not  content  himself  with 
the  hare  fact  that  he  has  this  or  that  particular  symptom,  however 
important  it  may  he,  hut  must  take  all  the  symptoms  into  ac- 
count, and  consider  the  pathological  state  of  which  they  are 
the  indices,  before  he  can  select  the  appropriate  remedy. 

What  I have  said  may  not  he  sufficient  to  dissuade  you  from 
the  belief  you  at  present  entertain ; hut  if  I have  succeeded  in 
my  endeavour  to  impress  you,  or  any  Allopathist  who  may 
chance  to  peruse  this  letter,  with  the  conviction  that  the  sub- 
ject of  Homoeopathy  is  one  deserving  of  a careful  and  impar- 
tial consideration,  I shall  feel  abundantly  satisfied. 

I am,  sir, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

George  E.  Stewart, 


To  Dr  Christison. 


In  the  Press, 


HOMCEOPATHY  IN  1851. 

EDITED  BY 

J.  KUTHEKEUBD  RUSSELL,  M.D. 


This  Volume  has  been  prepared  by  the  direction  of  the  “Asso- 
ciation for  the  protection  of  Homoeopathic  Students  and  Prac- 
titioners.” It  will  contain  Professor  Henderson’s  Letter  to  Dr 
Forbes;  Dr  A.  Combe’s  Letter  on  Expectant  Medicine;  Dr  Ruther- 
furd  Russell’s  Article  on  Homoeopathy  via  Young  Physic;  an  ar- 
ticle entitled  Medical  Toogoodism;  Dr  Wielobicki’s  Letter  to  the 
“Witness”  Newspaper;  The  New  Test  Act;  Dr  Macleod’s  Letter 
to  Professor  Simpson;  Professor  Henderson’s  Letter  to  the  Town 
Council;  Dr  Ransford’s  Reasons  for  Embracing  Homoeopathy;  Ar- 
ticles on  the  recent  Persecution  of  Homoeopathists  from  the  “ Spec- 
tator,” “ Christian  Times,”  “ British  Banner,”  “ Nonconformist,” 
“Leader,”  “Morning  Chronicle”  of  Calcutta,  “Edinburgh  News,” 
Ac.;  an  Account  of  the  Erection  of  a Monument  to  Hahnemann  at 
Leipsic;  and  other  interesting  miscellaneous  papers  in  connection 
Avitli  the  present  position  of  the  tAA7o  parties  in  the  medical  world  ; 
besides  an  EngraAung  of  Hahnemann  and  of  his  Statue  at  Leipsic. 

The  Association  Avliich  publishes  this  Avas  formed  this  autumn  in 
London,  in  consequence  of  the  rejection  of  Air  Pope  by  the  Medical 
Faculty  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  because  he  avowed  an  in- 
tention of  studying  Homoeopathy.  Its  design  is  to  acquaint  the 
public  Avitli  all  proceedings  on  the  part  of  public  bodies  Avliich  tend 
to  arrest  the  free  progress  of  inquiry  in  Medicine,  and  to  fetter  the 
rising  generation  to  the  antiquated  notions  of  an  age  rapidly  pass- 
ing aAvay.  The  Association  is  convinced  that,  if  the  public  asserts 
its  right  of  selecting  the  system  it  prefers,  students  will  find  it  ne- 
cessary to  master  both  the  old  and  neiv  systems,  before  pledging 
themselves  to  practise  either;  and  Avhat  the  public  requires  students 
to  learn,  professors  will  be  constrained  to  teach,  or,  at  least,  not  to 
debar  the  learning  of  it,  to  prcvQnt  the  desertion  of  the  institutions 
over  which  they  preside 

The  Association  has  already  enrolled  among  its  members  names 
of  the  highest  Aveiglit  in  the  political,  social,  scientific,  and  literary 
Avorld. 

The  enrolment  fee  is  Half-a-crown;  and  any  one  wishing  to  join, 
may  do  so  by  applying  to  the  Honorary  Secretary,  Dr  Dudgeon,  82 
Gloucester  Place,  Portman  Square,  London ; or  he  can  inscribe  his 
name  in  the  book  kept  for  that  purpose  at  the  shops  of  the  Homoeo- 
pathic Chemists  in  Edinburgh. 


Edinburgh  : Published  by  J.  Hogg. 
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